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SUMMARY  AND  CONCLUSIONS 
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Madison  has  risen  in  this  century  like  a 
re  are  doubts  it  will  continue  to  soar, 
te  good,  although  proportions  are  high  at 
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in  the  Township,  reflecting  the  rural  an 
unds  of  many  workers;  incomes  are  high  la 
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INTRODUCTION 


This  is  one  of  a  series  of  planning  reports  prepared 
for  the  Planning  Board  of  the  Town  of  Madison,    Its  function 
is  to  evaluate  trends  relevant  for  the  future  of  the  Town, 
with  emphasis  on  factors  which,  in  light  of  present  knowledge, 
may  contribute  to  the  social  and  economic  well-being  of  its 
citizens.     Good  planning,  with  decisions  at  the  local  level, 
can  influence  favorable  development  of  local  population  and 
economic  resources.    In  the  final  analysis,  when  people  have 
a  choice  of  a  place  in  which  to  work  and  live,  they  look  for 
a  well-organized  and  attractive  environment  where  their  in- 
vestment in  homes,  schools,  churches,  stores,  factories, 
and  their  families,  will  be  protected.   An  environment  which 
meets  these  wishes  will  attract  people,  as  well  as  the  pro- 
duction and  exchange  agents  upon  which  the  economy  depends. 


This  report  does  not  predict  the  future  of  Madison; 
that  is  directly  dependent  upon  actions  taken  by  its  citi- 
zens.  The  function  of  this  report  is,  rather,  to  consider 
the  consequences  for  future  Town  planning  of  a  continuation 
of  past  and  present  local  economic  trends,  particularly 
within  the  national  economic  setting.   Local  planning  strategy 
will  aim  for  growth  and  betterment  while  combating  stagnation 
or  lower  living  standards.    Local  attitudes  —  civic  pride, 
devotion  to  public  interests,  and  a  willingness  to  change 
outmoded  traditions  —  contribute  to  the  progressive  character 
of  the  Town.   This  report  will  be  considered  successful  if 
decisions  of  the  citizens  of  Madison  require  an  upward  revision 
of  indicated  trends  in  the  future. 
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THE  ECONOMY  OF  MADISON 

The  Economic  Setting: 

Madison  is  a  manufacturing  and  trading  center  in  Rock- 
Ingham  County  at  the  junction  of  major  transportation  routes 
from  Greensboro  (25  miles  southeast),  W i ns t on -S al em  (30  miles 
southwest),  and  Martinsville  (23  miles  north). 


Early  in  the  nineteenth 

century  Rock 

ingham  County  be- 

came noted  as  a  leading  tobacco-producing 

ar  ea  ,  and ,  shortly 

after  its  incorporation  in  1820,  Madison 

was  a  major  tobacco 

marketing,  processing,  and  transportation 

center,   Madison's 

early  success  was  largely  due 

to  its  loca 

tion  in  a  valley  of 

fertile  farmland  on  the  Dan  R 

iver,  which 

provided  a  source 

of  power  and  a  natural  trade 

and  transpor 

tation  route.  From 

the  Civil  War  into  the  1880s, 

Madison  was 

the  '  bi  gges  t 

tobacco  manufacturing  town  in 

the  world,' 

with  s  ome  44 

factories  producing  plug  tobacco.    In  those  days  national 

economic  growth  was  led  by  th 

e  railroads; 

towns  on  main 

lines  expanded,  those  at  major  junction  p 

oints  became  large 

cities,  while  less-favored  rivals  decline 

d.   The  development 

of  Madison  into  a  major  city 

was  arrested 

by  the  concentra- 

tion  of  railroad  lines  at  Greensboro,  Winston-Salem,  and 

other  nearby  Piedmont  cities. 

By  the  end 

of  the  century 

Madison  was  a  small  farm  trad 

i  ng  center. 

important  only 

for  its  raw  tobacco  sales  and 

shipments . 

Industrially,  a  far  more 

important  t 

rend  in  the  region 

was  the  creation  of  the  Piedmont  cotton  t 

extile  industry 

from  resources  of  raw  cotton, 

water  power 

,  surplus  labor , 

and  railroad  market  access. 

In  1895-96  a 

major  textile  mill 

was  established  at  a  site  adj 

acent  to  Mad 

ison  on  a  rail  line 

and  near  the  confluence  of  th 

e  Mayo  and  D 

an  rivers.   The  knit 

underwear  mill  became  a  huge 

plant  of  Was 

hington  Mills  (now 

with  some  1,350  workers,  the 

area's  largest  employer),  and 

the  site  became  Madison's  twin  town  of  Ma 

yodan.    In  1915  the 

Penn  Suspender  Company  began 

operation  in 

Madison;  this  firm. 

now  Gem  Dandy,  Inc.,  (lingeri 

e,  belts,  garters  ...)  was  a 

relatively  stable  employer  of 

100-250  wor 

kers  until  a  recent 

expansion  boosted  the  total  t 

oward  500. 

Only  17  years  ago 

the  locally  owned  and  operate 

d  Madison  Th 

rowing  Company  began 

operations  and  is  now  the  lar 

gest  textile 

throwing  operation 

in  the  world,  employing  some 

65  0  persons 

in  its  four  local 

p  Ian t s . 
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Trends  in  the  Textile  Industry.  Madison's  Major  Economic 
Comm  i  tmen  t : 

Despite  the  growth  and  competitive  vigor  of  local  firms, 
Madison  is  not  likely  to  achieve  long-run  growth  through  its 
heavy  commitment  to  an  industry  whose  employment  is  declining 
nationally  (down  22.3%  from  1950-60).   The  textile  industry 
is  one  of  the  few  in  our  national  economy  which  is  aggressively 
price-competitive,  and  this,  combined  with  chronic  production 
overcapacity,  leads  to  wide  fluctuations  in  prices,  production, 
and  employment.   Much  of  the  Madison  labor  force,  particularly 
nearby  rural  residents,  are  chronically  underemployed  because 
of  seasonal  and  irregular  layoffs  dictated  by  industrywide 
flue  t ua  t  i  o  n  s . 

The  textile  industry  will  require  fewer  workers  in  the 
future ;  consequently,  it  is  probable  that  textile  employment 
will  decline  in  the  area.   Some  factors  responsible  for  this 
trend  include: 

1)  Labor-saving  production  methods  are  being  stressed 
to  enable  American  producers  to  compete  on  the  world 
market  with  low-priced  goods  from  counties  using  cheap 
and  increasingly  efficient  labor.   Newly  granted  tax 
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PERCENT    OF    RESIDENT    WORKERS 
EMPLOYED    IN    TEXTILE    AND 
APPAREL     INDUSTRIES 
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amortization  relief  is  encouraging  replacement  of 
obsolete  equipment  with  automated  processes,  Pres- 
sure for  labor  reduction  and  higher  worker  produc- 
tivity accompany  higher  wages,  and  minimum  wage 
legislation  and  competition  with  other  industries 
for  workers  intensify  pressure  to  reduce  labor 
costs.   Given  local  rural  surplus  labor,  the  im- 
pact from  this  pressure  has  not  yet  been  strongly 
f  elt  . 

2)  Cost  factors  beyond  the  control  of  any 
specific  firm  include  government  policies  on: 
foreign  trade,  wages  and  working  conditions, 
cost  and  availability  of  raw  materials,  price 
and  product  regulation,  corporate  tax  rates,  and 
regulations  on  capital  financing. 
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4)  Inelasticity  of  demand  for  household  textile 
goods  limits  production  and  employment.   Natural 
fibres  are  being  replaced  by  manmade  fibres,  which 
are  produced  with  more  mechanical  and  fewer  labor 
inputs.   Substitution  of  other  classes  of  material 
for  textiles  reduces  the  whole  industry;  examples 
include  paper  and  nonweave  pape r -p r oc es s  grey  goods 
plastics,  fiberglass,  and  a  wave  of  new  chemical 


products.   A  future  breakdown  of  distinctions  among 
textile-  apparel,  paper,  and  chemical  industries 
may  occur  as  similar  production  techniques  are  used 
and  the  range  of  products  for  a  single  firm  is 
broadened , 

Expected  decreases  in  textile  employment  may  be  beneficial, 
for  more  plant  modernization  will  help  stabilize  the  industry 
and  upgrade  the  labor  force.   Future  employees,  although 
fewer  in  number,  will  have  higher  skills,  more  education, 
and  higher  incomes.   As  other  economic  sectors  expand,  the 
whole  community  will  have  a  better  balanced  economy  with 
marked  advances  in  overall  standards  of  living. 


Other  Economic  Commitments  of  the  Madison  Economy: 

Stone,  clay,  and  glass  manufacturing:    The  Pine  Hall 
Brick  and  Pipe  Company  has  three  plants  within  a  few  miles 
of  Madison.   From  pre-Civil  War  origins  of  hand-made  brick, 
this  locally  operated  firm  now  has  a  giant  tunnel  kiln  and 
produces  terra  cotta  pipe  and  finished  brick.   According 
to  unpublished  1960  census  data,  only  53  residents  of 
Madison  Township  were  employed  in  this  type  of  industry, 
while  188  in  nearby  Beaver  Island  and  Sauratown  townships 
of  Stokes  County  were  so  employed.   The  industry,  then,  is 
important  in  bolstering  the  income  and  stability  of  the 
area,  rather  than  as  a  source  of  employment  for  Town  resi- 
dent s  . 

Lumber  and  furniture  manufacturing :  The  forest  resources 
of  the  area  were  important  in  early  crafts  which  led  to  the 
Piedmont's  furniture  industry.    In  1960  there  were  136  Madison 
Township  and  167  Mayo  Township  residents  employed,  primarily 
in  a  plant  at  Stoneville  and  in  small  sawmill  operations. 

Agr  iculture:  For  a  century  and  a  half  Madison  has  been 
a  major  market  center  for  tobacco.   The  four  warehouses  in 
Madison  and  Mayodan  handle  sales  of  about  ten  million  pounds 
of  tobacco  annually.   Although  there  were  3,592  residents  of 
Madison  Township  living  outside  the  towns  of  Madison  and 
Mayodan  in  1960,  only  200  persons  worked  in  agriculture. 
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In  1961  the  Township  had  238  farms  with  flue-cured  tobacco 
allotments;  more  than  one  and  a  third  million  pounds  of 
tobacco  were  harvested  on  859  acres,   Since  80%  of  the 
County's  agricultural  income  is  from  tobacco,  limitations 
of  tobacco  allotments,  a  severe  general  cost-price  squeeze, 
and  availability  of  nonfarm  jobs,  have  resulted  in  a  drastic 
reduction  in  numbers  of  farms  and  farm  jobs  and  increases  in 
commuters  to  town  jobs  and  out-migrants  from  the  area. 


Business:  Th 

e  Madison  retail  trading  area  extends  over 

Madison  Township 

and  into  parts  of  all  adjacent  townships. 

within  this  area 

of  100  square  miles  is  a  population  of 

11,000.   The  tota 

1  personal  income  of  Madison  Township 

residents  in  1959 

was  $10,688,000  (see  Appendix  D),  for  a 

relatively  high  p 

er  capita  income  of  $1,358,   The  estimated 

total  income  for 

the  Madison  trading  area  was  $13,500,000. 

A  stable  ratio  of 

retail  sales  to  personal  income  is  about 

0.65,  so  Madison 

retail  firms  would  need  about  $9,000,000 

in  1959  retail  sa 

les  to  demonstrate  clear  dominance  over 

its  area.    Loca  1 

residents  suggest  that  Madison  is  losing 

some  of  its  trading  area  because:  a  good  highway  to  Winston- 

Salem  provides  easy  access  from  Stokes  County;  an  appreciable 

vo lume  of  retail 

sales  goes  to  businesses  in  the  direction 

of  the  nearest  ABC  store;  the  Madison  Central  Business 

District  needs  a 

face-lifting — modernization  of  storefronts, 

displays,  and  merchandising;  and  local  businessmen  have 

failed  to  adjust 

to  newly  urban  orientations  of  rural 

customers.    It  is 

the  difficult  task  of  local  businessmen 

to  organize  their 

Central  Business  District  as  a  coordinated 

'shopping  center' 

and   to  combat  the  typical  small-town 

blight  of  resigna 

tion  to  stagnation. 

New  Directions  for  the  Madison  Economy: 


The  basic  commitments  of  the  Madison  economy  are  to 
industries  characterized  by  stability;  these  industries  have 
demonstrated  their  competitive  vigor  by  expanding  while  like 
industries  elsewhere  have  declined  or  remained  stable.   For 
reasons  given  above  these  industries  may  have  to  be  competitive 
by  increasing  capital  expenditures  while  reducing  future 
emp 1 oy men t . 
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Special  attention  should  be  paid  to  small  support 
industries  ancillary  to  machinery,  chemical,  textile, 
and  other  industries  in  the  nearby  G r ee nsbor o -H i gh  Pnint- 
Winston-Salem  metropolitan  complex.   Further,  in  this 
urban  area  there  are  unmet  demands  for  economic  activities 
and  workers:  automotive  and  other  skilled  mechanics, 
appliance  repairmen,  typists  and  stenographers,  business 
services,  and  office,  laboratory,  and  warehousing  opera- 
tions serving  the  whole  urban  area. 


The  Labor  Force 


Employment  of  Madison  Township  residents  totaled 
3,328  in  1960,  including  1,974  males  and  1,354  females. 
Table  1  shows  that  there  have  been  consistent  and  sizable 
employment  gains  in  both  Rockingham  and  Stokes  counties 
from  1040  to  1960.   Employed  males,  however,  increased 
by  2,632  from  1940-50  in  Rockingham,  but  only  by  70  from 
1950-60.    In  Stokes  County  jobs  for  males  declined  in 
both  decades.    Losses  in  agricultural  employment  on  small 
subsistence  operations  in  both  counties  balanced  gains 
in  nonagr icu  1  tu ra 1  areas.   Jobs  for  women  expanded  rapidly 
in  textiles  and  apparel  manufacturing  and  in  business  and 
professional  services. 


Table  1  --  EMPLOYMENT  BY  SEX, 


1940-60,  FOR 
COUNTI ES 


ROCKINGHAM  AND  STOKES 


ROCKINGHAM  COUNTY 


MALES 


FEMALES 


TOTAL 


MALES 


STOKES  COUNTY 


FEMALES 


TOTAL 


EMPLOYMENT: 
1940 
1950 
1960 

CHANGE: 

1940-50 
1950-60 

PERCENT  CHANGE: 
1940-50 
1950-60 


14 

,880 

5  , 

,  765 

20, 

,  645 

17 

,512 

8  , 

,086 

25  , 

,  598 

17, 

,582 

10  , 

,604 

28, 

,  186 

2 

,  632 

2, 

,  321 

4. 

,953 

70 

2  , 

,  518 

2: 

,  588 

17  .  7'5 
0  .  4 


4  0.3% 
31.1 


24.0% 
10  .  1 


6  ,  210 
6  ,  036 
5  ,755 


-174 
■281 


■2.8% 
■4  .  7 


666 
1  ,  095 
2,  597 


429 
1,502 


64.4% 
137  .  2 


6,876 
7,  131 
8  ,  352 


255 
1,221 


3  .  7? 
17  .  1 


Therefore,  despite  employment  gains,  the  economy 
has  not  created  enough  new  jobs  to  take  care  of  its 
population,  causing  heavy  ou t -m 1 gra t i on  of  young  adults 
from  the  area.   The  key  to  economic  growth  is  in  jobs 
for  men  ,  not  for  housewives  supplementing  family  income. 
During  the  coming  decade  an  unusually  large  number  of 
young  adults  will  enter  the  labor  force;  if  jobs  are 
not  available  they  will  migrate  out;  if  men  displaced 
from  farms  and  other  declining  industries  cannot  find 
new  jobs,  they  and  their  families  will  migrate  out  — 
no  matter  whether  jobs  for  women  expand.   An  important 
aspect  of  the  problem  is  the  demand  for  more  education 
and  more  skill  for  modern  technology  and  for  business 
and  the  professions.    Appendix  A  shows  the  occupational 
trend  in  Rockingham  County  by  sex    Although  white 
collar  and  skilled  employment  have  gained  for  both  sexes, 


the  proportion  of  workers  classified  as  semi-skilled 
remains   perilously  high,  considering  the  trend  toward 
technological  complexity  and  demand  for  high  education 
and  skill  levels. 

It  has  been  remarked  that  employment  expansion  has 
been  adequate  for  the  populations  of  Rockingham  and  Stokes 
counties  and  that  heavy  ou t -mi g ra t i on  has  resulted.   Never- 
theless, more  than  5,650  workers  living  in  the  two  counties 
are  employed  elsewhere.    Among  Rockingham  residents,  1 3  .  37(> 
(3,551)  commute:   1,814  to  Guilford,  833  to  Virginia,  only 
60  to  Stokes.   Among  Stokes  residents,  35.4%  (2,721) 
commute:   1,666  to  Forsyth,  564  to  Rockingham.   Since 
Madison  Township  is  a  major  employer  it  is  not  surprising 
that  the  proportion  of  residents  commuting  to  Jobs  else- 
where is  barely  10%:  221  of  the  township's  commuters  work 
in  Guilford  County.   Nearby  in  Stokes  County,  31%  of  Snow 
Creek  and  397o  of  Beaver  Island  workers  commute  to  Rocking- 
ham, primarily  to  Mad i s on-May o dan  textile  plants. 


Analysis  of  the  Economy 

Because  of  unavailability  of  data  for  the  Town  of 
Madison  or  pre-1960  data  for  Madison  Township,  it  is 
necessary  to  employ  available  county  data  to  analyze 
economic  trends  in  the  area.   This  brief  analysis  will 
consider  these  questions: 

1.  In  what  economic  activities  does  the  area  specialize? 

2.  How  well  have  local  industries  competed  within 
their  respective  national  industries? 

3.  Have  all  local  activities,  taken  together,  led 
the  economy  in  a  direction  of  long-run  growth? 

4.  What  are  the  probable  future  trends  of  the  local 
economy? 
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Table  2  -- 


INDICES  OF  ECONOMIC  SPECIALIZATION  RELATIVE  TO  THE  NATION 


I ndu  s  t  ry 


All  I ndu  s  t  r le  s 

Textile  Manufacture 
Tobacco  Manufacture 
Apparel  Manufacture 
Agr  iculture 

Furniture-Lumber  Manufacture 
Private  Household  Work 
Truck  Transportation 


R  oc  k  i  nghara 
Coun  t y 


1950 

0 

935 
261 
117 

71 
20 
15 


1960 

0 

1624 

235 

83 

62 

55 
55 


Stok 

es 

M 

adi  son 

Coun 

ty 

T 

ownsh  i  p 

1950 

I960 

1960 

0 

0 

0 

210 

840 

2515 

- 

178 

- 

416 

480 

- 

118 

85 

145 

32 


35 


Computed  by  dividing  percent  distribution  for  each  industry  by  each  respec- 
tive percent  figure  for  the  nation.   Only  those  more  than  2  5%  over  the 
national  distribution  are  shown. 
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s 

40.2%  in  textiles  is 

more  than  twenty-five  t 

i  me  s  the 

national  proportion 

of  1.5%.   The  other  loca 

1  speciali  za - 

t  i  on 

is  f u r n i t u r e- lumbe r  manufacturing,  with 
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2  5%. 

Rockingham  County  increased  its  specia 
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1950 
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-  1 1 


The  larger  and  the  fewer  the  specializations,  the  less 
balanced  the  total  economy.    A  well  diversified  economy 
would  have  a  distribution  more  like  that  for  the  nation, 
and  all  values  would  be  near  zero. 


2 .  How  well  have  local  indui 


>-jstries  competed  within  their 

respective  national  industries?   Local  industries  In 
both  Rockingham  and  Stokes  counties  fared  well  in  com- 
parisons with  growth  rates  of  their  respective  national 
industries  from  1050-60.   Had  each  industry  in  the 
counties  expanded  at  the  national  growth  rate  for  that 
industry,  there  would  have  been  3,626  fe 
Rockingha  "      '  " "        '         -"--     -  - 
(See 
Appe 


er     Jobs     in 


:3Liy,      Lutjit;     wuuxu     iiave     oeeii     j,dzd     lewer     jods     in 
ingham    County     by     1960    and     2,865     fewer     in    Stokes. 

columns  1  and  2  and  the  explanatory  page  of 
ndix  B  .  ) 


3  .  Have  all  local  activities,  taken  together,  led  the 
economy  in  a  direction  of  long-run  growth?   NO.'  As 
compared  with  the  competitive  gains  of  3,626  and  2,865 
jobs  in  Rockingham  and  Stokes,  noted  above,  the  predomi- 
nance of  declining  national  industries  resulted  in 
deficits  of  4,146  and  2,264  jobs  for  the  counties.   Taken 
together,  the  competitive  and  long-run  industry  growth 
changes  for  both  counties  added  up  to  a  net  gain  of  81 
jobs  over  national  average  growth  during  the  past  decade. 
(See  Appendix  B.) 


4 .  What  are  the  probable  future  trends  of  the  local 


economy?   A  detailed 
employment  to  1970  sh 
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Table  3  --  PERCENT  DISTRIBUTIONS  OF  EMPLOYMENT  IN  ROCKINGHAM  AND 
STOKES  COUNTIES  BY  INDUSTRY  GROWTH  CLASS  (see  text  for 
discussion) 


G  r owth  C las  s 


1950 


1960 


1970 


Competitive  and  long-run  gains 
Long-run  gain  exceeds  competitive  loss 
Competitive  gain  exceeds  long-run  loss 
Net  Employment  loss 

Total 


18      : 

.  2% 

26  , 

,  3% 

33, 

,  2% 

5. 

,  6 

5  , 

.  9 

8. 

,  6 

32, 

,9 

39  , 

.  1 

35, 

,  5 

43, 

.  3 

28 

.  7 

22  , 

,  7 

10  0.0%   100.0% 


100  , 


Consider,  once  more,  the  a  bo vemen t i o ned  data.   What 
are  the  consequences  of  directions  of  growth,  competitive 
and  long-run  taken  together?   Table  3  above  summarizes 
the  trends  in  Madison's  'two  counties.' 

a.  The  direction  of  maximum  growth  is  that  of 

industries  with  both  competitive  and  long-run 
gains.    In  1960,  Madison  Township  had  941  workers 
(29.1%  of  the  total)  and  the  two  counties  had 
9,430  (26.3%  of  the  total)  in  this  class.   The 
growth  industries  include:  manufactures  of  machinery, 
foods,  printing,  chemicals,  metals,  and  stone; 
retail  trade,  finance,  trucking,  communications, 
and  professional  services  (except  education). 

b.  Overall  growth  occurs  if  competitive  losses  are 

exceeded  by  long-run  industry  gains.   Education, 
public  administration,  and  utilities  were  in 
this  class.   This  was  180  (5.6%)  of  Township 
employment  and  2,114  (5.9%)  for  both  counties. 

c.  Overall  growth  may  result  if  competitive  gains 

continue  to  exceed  long-run  industry  losses. 
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The  area's  largest  employing  industry,  textiles, 
is  in  this  class,  along  with  tobacco  manufacturing 
and  construction.   Despite  past  heavy  competitive 
gains  in  textiles,  including  Madison's  growing 
firms,  the  projection  to  1970  indicates  doubt  that 
the  past  growth  will  continue  in  this  industry  of 
nationally  declining  employment.    For  this  class 
there  were  1,520  Township  workers  (47.0%  of  total), 
and  for  both  counties  there  were  14,026  (39.1%). 


Stress  on 

i  ndu  s  t  r  i 

mini  ma  1 

i  nc ludes 

services 

c  ompe  tit 

lumber  m 

sma 11  CO 

transpor 

services 

losses)  . 

of  total 

in  this 

quality  of  competition  is  needed  in 
es  which  have  either  declined  or  had 
gains.   The  class  of  net  employment  loss 
:  wholesale  trade  and  business  &  repair 

(growth  industries  with  large  local 
ive  losses);  agriculture  and  furniture- 
anufacturing  (declining  industries  with 
mpetitive  gains);  and  apparel  manufacturing, 
tation  (except  trucking),  and  personal 

(loss  industries  with  local  competitive 
Madison  Township  had  591  workers  (18.3% 
)  and  the  two  counties  had  10,323  (28.7%) 
declining  class  in  1960. 


In  summary,  the  local  economy  of  Madison  and  the  overall 
economy  of  Rockingham  and  Stokes  counties  may  be  expected 
to  experience  stability  or  minimal  growth.   The  first  two 
classes  of  industry  above,  led  by  business  and  professional 
service  expansion,  may  be  expected  to  lead  growth,  although 
a  significant  multiplier  is  included  for  'other  and  new 
industry'  future  employment.   The  prognosis  for  the  area's 
basic  i ndu s t r i es-- text i  1  es  ,  agriculture,  f u r ni t u r e -  1  umbe r , 
and  tobacco — is  guarded  and,  barring  unforeseen  changes, 
their  employment  may  be  expected  to  decline  in  the  future. 
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STYLE  OF  LIFE  IN  MADISON 

I n  t  r oduc  1 1  on :  An  assessment  of  the  quality  of  life  in 
Madison  is  needed  by  its  citizens  in  planning  for  a 
better  place  in  which  to  live.   Basic  measures  of 
income,  education,  and  housing  are  used  for  comparisons 
of  the  township  with  its  surrounding  area  and  with  the 
State  and  the  nation.  (Only  housing  data  were  available 
for  the  Town  itself.)   Trends  are  evaluated  for  their 
consequences  for  Madison. 

I  no  ome : 


Figure  1  shows  measures  of  incomes  of  residents  of 
Madison  Township  relative  to  comparable  areas. 


Mean  family  income  is  the 
families  from  all  sources 


sum  of  incomes  of  all 
divided  by  the  number 
Median  family  income  is  the  point 


o  f  f am  i 1 i  es . 

at  which  half  the  families  had  more  income,  half 
less.   Per  capita  income  is  the  sum  of  incomes 
of  all  families  and  individuals  not  in  families, 
divided  by  the  total  population. 
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Table  4  presents  data  on  proportions  of  low,  middle, 
and  high  income  families  in  Madison  Township  and  comparable 
areas,  as  well  as  the  share  of  all  income  by  each  class. 
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FIGURE  1  --  INCOME  MEASURES  FOR  MADISON  TOWNSHIP  ANiJ  COMPARAELf-  ARhAS,   J'-j'^.'j 
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Table  4  --  INCOME  DISTRIBUTIONS  AND  SHARES  OF  TOTAL  INCOME  FOR  FAMILIES,   1959 


I ncome  Class 


Total 
U.S. 


Total 
State 


Roc  k  i  ngham 
County 


Madi  son 
Towns  hip 


S  t  o  kes 
County 


Families  with  incomes  under  $3,000: 

--%  of  families  21.47c       3  7.2% 

--%  of  all  income  5.3        11.9 


31.7% 
10  .  8 


3  3.6% 
11.5 


46  .  I'l 
19  .  5 


Families  with  incomes  $3,000-7,999: 
--%offamilies  52.1        49.3 

--%  pf  all  income  42.8        52.0 


48  .  1 
46.8 


54  , 
54  , 


45  .  6 
57  .  8 


Families  with  incomes 
— %    of  families 
— %  of  all  income 


,000  and  over: 
26.5        13.5 
51.9        36.1 


20  .  2 
42  .  4 


11  , 
34  , 


7  .  7 
22.  7 


Source:    Published  and  unpublished  U.S.  Census  data. 


The  upper  ninth  of  Madison  Township  families  had  a  third 
of  all  income,  while  the  bottom  third  of  families  had  only 
a  ninth  of  income.   The  U.S.  Department  of  Labor  has 
recently  indicated  that  families  with  less  than  $4,000  in- 
come could  be  classified  as  in  want,  but  in  the  Township 
there  are  690  families  with  less  than  $3,000.   Map  2  shows 
the  1959  per  capita  income  for  townships  and  large  towns 
nf  the  area;  outside  the  towns  only  Madison  and  Leaksville 
townships  exceed  the  State  income  level.   Appendix  D  pre- 
sents detailed  income  data  by  township;  it  will  be  noted 
that  Madison's  ranks  in  per  capita  and  family  mean  income 
are  the  same,  but  that  it  drops  two  places  in  family  median 
i nc ome  . 
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The  distribution  of  income  in  Madison  is  favorable 
for  provision  of  a  high  level  of  commercial  and  professional 
services;  it  also  leads  to  the  expectation  that  the  Town 
has  a  substantial  inventory  of  good  housing  and  well- 
developed  community  facilities;  and  one  expects  to  find 
a  high  general  level  of  educational  attainment  and  of 
white  collar  and  technical  workers. 
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MEDIAN    EDUCATION    OF  ADULTS 
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^       '^WILLIAMSBURG 


6.0     YEARS     AND     OVER     (STATE      MEOlArj     IS     8.0) 
7.6    YRS.  -    7.9    YRS. 
75     YRS.      OR      LESS 


MAP    3 


Table  5  --  1960  EDUCATION  AND  HOUSING  DATA  FOR  MADISON  TOWNSHIPS  AND 
COMPARABLE  AREAS 


Educational  Attainment  of  Adults  Ages  25- 

Median  %  Under  %  12+ 

Years  5  Years  Years 


MADISON  TOWNSHIP  7.7 

StokesCounty  7.8 

Rockingham  County  8.1 

Total  North  Carolina  8.9 

Total  United  States  10.6 


21.3% 
21.  1 
19  .  2 
16  .  5 
8  .  3 


2  2.0% 
20  .  3 
24  .0 
32  .  3 
41.1 


Hous 

iing 

% 

Sub- 

s  tandar d 

42. 

1% 

65  . 

5 

39. 

2 

36. 

5 

18  . 

2 

Source:   Appendix  E  and  U.S.  census  reports. 


Table  5  above  presents  summary  measures  of  education 
comparing  Madison  Township  with  its  counties,  the 
State,  and  the  nation.   It  is  a  matter  of  major  concern 
that  more  than  one  out  of  five  adults  in  the  Township 
has  less  than  a  fifth-grade  education.   Educators  con- 
sider adults  with  le  s  than  a  sixth-grade  education  to 
be  functional  illiterates.   As  modern  technology  changes, 
the  demand  for  higher  educational  and  skill  levels  in- 
creases, while  the  uneducated  and  unskilled  are  increas- 
ingly in  surplus  and  unemployed.   Without  basic  reading- 
writing-arithmetic  skills,  adults  cannot  qualify  for  Jobs 
with  adequate  incomes,  and  without  adequate  incomes  families 
cannot  afford  decent  housing  and  living  standards.   Every 
effort  should  be  made  to  provide  adult  and  vocational 
education  to  upgrade  the  adult  population.   And  a  high 
school  education  for  every  child  of  normal  intelligence 
should  be  a  continuous  effort. 

Rous  i  ng :  Since  housing  will  be  treated  more  comprehensively 
in  later  planning  reports,  its  mention  here  will  be  as  a 
gauge  of  the  style  of  life  of  local  citizens.   Map  4  and 
Appendix  E  show  that  in  this  area  only  the  larger  towns 
have  lower  proportions  of  substandard  housing  than  Madison 
Township.   (Substandard  housing  includes  dilapidated 
structures  and  all  other  lacking  a  full  complement  of 
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PERCENT    SUBSTANDARD   HOUSING  ,  I960 


LESS     THAN    STATE     AVERAGE     OF     36.5% 
36  5%    -   49.9% 
MORE      THAN    50% 


MAP   4 


plumbing  facilities.)   Within  the  Township  the  proportions 
of  substandard  housing  are:  32.8%  in  the  Town  of  Madison, 
37.0%  in  Mayodan,  and  5  1.4%  in  the  rest  of  the  Township. 


Despite  the  relatively  high  proportion  of  poor 
housing,  the  Town  of  Madison  also  has  a  high  proportion 
of  high-value  housing--a  distribution  of  housing  value 
similar  to  that  of  family  incomes.   The  average  value  of 
owner-occupied  housing  in  1960  in  the  Town  of  Madison  was 
$11,500.   Madison  ranked  16th  among  the  118  towns  of  the 
State  with  populations  of  1,000-2,499.   Locally,  by  com- 
parison, the  figures  were  $7,000  for  Mayodan  and  $7,500 
for  Walnut  Cove.   Future  planning  should  work  toward 
continuous  upgrading  of  the  housing  inventory  through 
tools  of  zoning,  subdivision  r egu la t i ons , and  annexation, 
to  encourage  good  developments  and  discourage  blight. 


Style  of  Life  of  the  Nonwhite  Population:  As 
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POPULATION  TRENDS 
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er  its  boom  as  a  tobacco  marketing  and  processing 
n  the  nineteenth  century,  Madison  was  but  a  sleepy 
f  450  in  1890.   With  the  coming  of  textile,  power, 
gation  interest,  the  population  reached  813  in  1900, 
by  Mayodan,  incorporated  when  a  large  textile  mill 
t  in  1896,  had  a  population  of  904.   During  World 
vernment  contracts  led  to  great  expansion  of  the 
mill  at  Mayodan,  and  since  that  time  Mayodan  has 
ghtly  larger  than  Madison.  Table  6  below  shows 
llel  population  trends  for  Madison,  Mayodan,  and 
ing  areas.   Madison  has  been  the  commercial  and 


Table  6  --  POPULATION  TRENDS  IN  MADISON  AND  VICINITY 


Town  of 

Town  0  f 

Rest   of 

Rockingham 

Stokes 

Year 

Madison 

Mayodan 

Townshi  p 

County 

County 

1920 

1  ,247 

1  ,886 

1,  252 

44,  149 

20,575 

1930 

1  ,  497 

1  ,948 

1  ,925 

51  ,083 

22,290 

1940 

1  ,  683 

2  ,323 

1  ,677 

57  ,898 

22,656 

1950 

1  ,789 

2  ,  246 

2,  695 

64  ,816 

21,520 

1960 

1  ,912 

2,366 

3  ,  592 

69  ,629 

22,314 

Percent 

Change : 

1920- 

-30 

20  .  0% 

3  .  3% 

53.8% 

15.7% 

8  .  3% 

1930- 

-40 

12.4 

19  .  3 

-12.  9 

13.  3 

1  .  6 

1940- 

•50 

6  .  3 

-3  .  3 

60  .  7 

11  .  9 

-5.  0 

1950- 

-60 

6  .  9 

5.  3 

33  .  3 

7  .  4 

3  .  7 

professional  service  center  for  the  area  and  has  steadily 
expanded  as  an  industrial  employer  of  area  workers.  Out- 
side the  two  towns,  population  in  the  Township  has  grown 
at  a  rapid  rate,  despite  annexations.   The  number  of  farms 
and  persons  employed  in  agriculture  has  dropped  steeply 
until  now  the  rural  population  is  nonfarm,  with  adult 
family  members  working  in  Madison  and  Mayodan,   In  addition, 
a  considerable  growth  has  taken  place  m  choice  suburban 
developments   adjacent  to  Madison,  which  may  consider  future 
annexation  of  this  growth 
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Table  7  --  COMPONENTS  OF  POPULATION  CHANGE,  1950-60,  FOR  ROCKINGHAM  AND  STOKES 
COUNTIES,  BY  RACE 


C  omponen  t 


1950  Population 
1950-60  births  less 

deaths 
Expected  1960  popu- 
lation 


Rockingham  County 

Whites    Nonwhites   Total 

51,805      13,011      64,816 

8  .  162       3 . 008      11.170 

56  ,  967      16,019      75  ,986 


Stokes  County 


Whites 

19 , 588 

2.712 

22 , 300 


Nonwhites   Total 
1 , 932       21,5  20 
569        3,281 


2,501 


24  ,  801 


Net  Migration  -4,974 

Actual  1960  Popula- 
tion 54,993 


-1  ,  347      -6,321 
14,672      69 , 665 


-2  ,  255       -232       -2 , 487 
20,045      2,269       22,314 


%  Population  Change     +6.2%     +12.87o       +7.5% 
%  Net  Migration  -8.3%       -8.4%       -8.3% 


+  2.3% 
■10.1% 


+17.4% 
-9.3% 


+  3  .  7% 
-10.0% 


Migration  Trends:   Table  7  above  presents  an  analysis  of 
the  components  of  population  change  for  the  1950-60 
decade  in  Rockingham  and  Stokes  counties.   The  earlier 
chapter  on  the  economy  indicated  that  expansion  of  job 
opportunities  for  males  was  a  key  to  economic  and 
population  growth;  jobs  for  males  have  not  increased 
in  this  area  sufficiently  to  care  for  the  resident 
population.   Therefore,  during  the  decade  there  was 
a  net  outmigration  of  a  tenth  of  the  population — 6,321 
persons  from  Rockingham  and  2,487  from  Stokes  counties. 

Who  were  the  migrants?   Figure  2  shows  that  in  the 
towns  of  Madison  and  Mayodan  and  all  Rockingham  County 
about  one  out  of  five  young  adults  moved  out  of  the  area 
during  the  1950-60  decade.    In  addition,  the  Town  of 
Madison  had  considerable  outmigration  of  children  ages 
10-14  and  of  mature  adults  ages  35-44,   The  plausible 
explanation  of  this  phenomenon  is  that  it  includes  a 
sizable  suburban  moverrert  of  adults  with  older  children 


21 


FIGURE  2  --  NET  MIGRATION,   1950-1960,  AS  PERCENT  OF  POPULATION  OF  SELECTED  AGES, 
FOa  THE  TOWNS   OF    MADISON  AND  MAYODAN  AND  FOR  ROCKINGHAM  COUNTY 


Net  Out-Migration 


Net  In-Migration 


EMS 


Town  of  Madison       Town  of  Mayodan       Rockingham  County 


table  8  --  summary  of  detail  population  projections  for  rockingham  and 
Stokes  counties,  by  fifteen-year  age  groups 


1940 


Popu lat  i  on 


1950 


1960 


1970 


1980 


Age 
Group 


Percent  Change 
1940-60     1960-80 


18,735 
17  ,  768 
11 , 227 
6  ,  402 
3.766 
57 , 898 


20,213 

16  ,  704 

13,960 

8,671 

5  .  268 


22 , 360 
14  ,  063 
14,396 
11  ,  326 
7  ,  484 


21  ,  480 
15 , 532 
11,883 
12  ,  809 
10.191 


21,785 
15,672 
11 , 399 
11,515 
12  .  867 


ROCKINGHAM 
COUNTY 
0-14 
15-29 
30-44 
45-59 
60  + 


64,816   69,629   71,895   73,238 


Total 


+  19.3 
-20  .  9 
+  28  .  2 
+  76  .9 
+  98  .7 
+  20  .  3 


-2  .  6 
+  11.4 
-20.  8 

+  1.7 
+  71.9 
-  5.2 


STOKES 

COUNTY 

8 

,051 

7  , 

,184 

7  , 

,117 

6, 

,833 

6  , 

,  871 

0-14 

-11  , 

.6 

-  3, 

.  5 

6, 

,707 

5  , 

,440 

4  , 

,930 

5, 

,  000 

4  , 

,804 

15-29 

-26  , 

,  5 

-  2, 

,  6 

3 

,838 

4  , 

,237 

4  , 

,  270 

3  , 

,757 

3  , 

,  608 

30-44 

+  11  , 

,  3 

-15. 

,  5 

2 

,403 

2, 

,678 

3, 

,452 

3  , 

,  779 

3  , 

,477 

45-59 

+  43  , 

,  7 

+  0. 

.7 

1 

.657 

i^ 

,  981 

2^ 

,  545 

3_, 

,  237 

3^ 

,973 

60  + 

+  53. 

L^ 

+  56. 

J, 

22,656 


21,520   22,314   22,606   22,733 


Total 


1  .  5 


1  .  9 


Source:    Appendix  G  and  U.S.  Census  reports 


into  housing  developments  just  outside  Town.   The  heavy 
ou tmigra t i on  from  the  area  has  been  typical  for  the  State: 
during  the  past  decade  North  Carolina  lost  330,000  persons, 
most  of  them  young  adults  balked  by  unmet  job  needs. 

Population  Projections:  A  projection  is  a  continuation  of 
past  and  present  trends  into  the  future;  it  is  not  a 
prediction.   Table  8  above  presents  census  and  projection 
data  for  Madison's  counties.   The  projections  were  made 
on  an  IBM  650  computer  programmed  to  analyze  past  change 
and  to  project  it  by  detailed  age-race-sex  cohorts  on  this 
basic  assumption,   factors  producing  change  in  the  past 
decade  will  exert  similar  force  continuing  into  the  future. 
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FIGURE  3 


PERCENT  DISTRIBUTION  OF  THE  POPULATION  EY  FIFTEEN-YEAR  AGE  CROUPS, 
19-10,   1960,  1980,  FOR  ROCKINGHAM  AND  STOKES  COUNTIES 
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PROJECTED  POPULATION  CHANGE 

I960  -  1980 


PROJECTED     GAIN     10.0%     OR    MORE 
PROJECTED      GAIN      0.1% -9.9% 
PROJECTED       NET      LOSS 


MAP    5 


Appendix  A 


Occupation  by  Sex  for  Rockingham  County,  1940-60 


Occupation  of  Workers 
1940   1950   1960 


Percent  Distribution 
1940     1950     1960 


Percent  Change 
1940-50     1950-60 


Employed  Males: 
Total  + 

Prof.jMgr.,  Prop. 

Clerical  &  Sales 

Skilled  Workers 

Semiski lied 

Unskilled 

All  Farm  Work 


14  ,  880  17,512  17,582 

1  ,  283  1,961  1,961 

815  1 , 223  1 , 592 

1  ,422  2,382  3,216 

4  ,486  5  ,  663  6,081 
1  ,  149  1,121  1 , 348 

5  ,649  4,916  2,759 


10  0.0%  10  0.0%  10  0.0% 

8.7  11.4  11.6 

5.5  7.1  9.4 

9.6  13.8  19.0 
30.3  32.8  35.9 

7.8  6.5  7.9 
38.2  28.5  16.3 


+  17  .  7 


+  0  .  4 
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+  26  , 

,  2 

+  7  , 

.4 

-  2, 

.  4 

+  20  , 

.  2 

-13, 

.  0 

-43, 

.  9 

Employed  Females; 
Total  * 


5,765   8,086  10,604 


10  0.0%  10  0.0%  10  0.0% 


+  40  .  3 


+  31.1 


Prof.,  Mgr.,  Prop, 
Clerical,  Sales 
Skilled  Worker  s 
Semiski lied 
Unskilled 
All  Farm  Work 


574  805  977 

544  1  ,  207  1  ,  935 

28  67  180 

3 , 150  4 , 602  5  ,  467 

1 , 202  817  1 , 278 

227  401  277 


10.0  10.2  10.7 

9.5  15.3  21.2 

0.5  0.8  2.0 

55.0  58.3  59.8 

21.0  10.3  14.0 

4.0  5.1  3.0 


+  40  , 

,  2 

+  21, 

.4 

+  121  , 

.  9 

+  60, 

.  3 

+  139  , 

.  3 

+  168  , 

.7 

+  46  , 

.  1 

+  18  , 

.  8 

-  32, 

.0 

+  56, 

.  4 

+  76  , 

,  7 

-30, 

.9 

Total  includes  employed  persons  who  did  not  list  their  occupations;  percent  distri- 
butions are  based  on  the  total  less  occupations  not  reported. 


Appendix  B  —  Employment  Change  by  Industry,  1950-60 
Counties  -  Relative  to  National  Growth 


For  Rockingham  and  Stokes 
(U  .  S .  =  0) 


I ndus  try 


Relative  Change  Due  to: 
Competition Industry  Growth 


Roc  ki  ngham Stokes 


Roc  ki  ngham 


Stokes 


Net 
Relative 
Change 


TOTAL  RELATIVE  CHANGE 


3626 


2865 


-4146 


-2264 


MANUFACTURING: 
Texti les 

Tobacco,  Misc.  Nondurables 
Apparel 

Lumber,  Furniture 
Machi  ner y 
All  Other 

COMMERCIAL  AND  PROFESSIONAL  SERVICES; 
Retail  Trade 
Educa t Ion 

Other  Professional  Services 
Finance,  Real  Estate 
Public  Administration 
Wholesale  Trade 
Business  &,  Repair  Services 


3276 


1687 


-2187 


-  190 


2586 


2848 

829 

-1952 

-  160 

1565 

-260 

578 

-  153 

3 

162 

-196 

54 

-   30 

0 

-172 

155 

-23 

-  147 

72 

-  87 

332 

133 

35 

15 

515 

397 

116 

60 

30 

603 

95 

191 

753 

146 

1185 

293 

180 

14 

2 

489 

-290 

-74 

373 

92 

101 

154 

55 

178 

17 

404 

130 

13 

81 

9 

233 

-69 

3 

64 

19 

17 

-20 

15 

3 

0 

-  2 

-103 

-1 

40 

7 

-57 

AGRICULTURE 


-223 


572 


•2675 


-2205 


-4531 


OTHER  INDUSTRIES: 
Constructi  on 
Transp-Commun-Utilities 
Personal  Services 
Other  and  New  Industries 


478 
336 
-37 
157 
22 


415 
152 
119 
140 
4 


-37 
■15 

-3 
■11 

-8 


•15 


841 


-3 

-7 

1 

-6 


470 
72 

287 
12 


Source: 


Computations  from  U.S.  Census  data. 


Appendix  B — Methodological  Note 
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Appendix  C  —  Employment  Projection  to  1970  by  Industry,  Using  National  Industry 

G  r owth  Rates 


I ndus  try 


Madison 
Townsh  i  p 


1960 


1970 


Roc  ki  ngham 
County 


1960 


1970 


Stokes 
County 


1960 


1970 


TOTAL  EMPLOYMENT 

MANUFACTURING: 
Textiles 

Tobacco,  Misc.  Nondurables 
Appar  el 

Lumber,  Furniture 
Machi  ner y 
All  Other 

COMMERCIAL  AND  PROFESSIONAL  SERVICES 
Retail  Trade 
Educa  t  i  on 

Other  Professional  Services 
Finance,  Real  Estate 
Public  Administration 
Wholesale  Trade 
Business  &  Repair  Services 

AGRICULTURE 

OTHER  INDUSTRIES: 
Construction 
Transp-Commun-Uti li  ties 
Personal  Services 
Other  and  New  Industries 


3328 


3491 


28186 


29634 


1649 

1387 

13009 

12009 

1300 

1010 

7326 

5692 

32 

34 

2597 

2750 

61 

66 

943 

1025 

136 

121 

737 

657 

15 

22 

485 

701 

105 

134 

921 

1184 

875 

1111 

6663 

8507 

456 

511 

3338 

3742 

107 

175 

887 

1448 

91 

139 

820 

1249 

100 

140 

527 

740 

40 

51 

446 

568 

48 

54 

330 

372 

33 

41 

315 

388 

200 

123 

3073 

1892 

604 

870 

5441 

7226 

188 

208 

1719 

1898 

85 

100 

946 

1093 

235 

265 

2177 

2469 

96 

297 

599 

1766 

8352 


2754 


3289 

1050 

469 

216 

270 

95 


7677 


2682 


1195 

929 

645 

683 

87 

95 

264 

235 

197 

284 

366 

456 

1259 

1617 

584 

655 

217 

354 

119 

181 

54 

76 

158 

201 

61 

69 

66 

81 

2026 

1352 
518 
267 
304 
263 


Source:    1960  from  U.S.  Census  data;  1970  based  on  national  industry  growth  rates 
derived  from  censuses  of  population,  manufactures,  and  business. 


Append! x   D 


1959  Income  Data  for  Towns  and  Townships  of  Rockingham  and 
Part  of  Stokes  County 


Rockingham  County  Total 

Hunt s vi lie 

Town  of  Draper 

Town  of  Leaksville 

Town  of  Spray 

Rest  of  Leaksville  Twp . 

MADISON  TOWNSHIP 

Mayo 

New  Bethel 

Price 

City  of  Reidsville 

Rest  of  Reidsville  Twp. 

Ruff  in 

Rest  of  Slmpsonville  Twp 

Wen t wor  t h 

Will iamsbur  g 


Per 

Farai Iv 

I  no  ome 

Total 

Capita 

Pe  rsonal 

I  no  ome 

Mean 

Median 

Income  ($1,000) 

$1 ,325 

$4 

980 

$4 

338 

$92,283 

928 

3 

955 

3 

893 

1  ,  633 

1  ,512 

5 

371 

5 

085 

5  ,  114 

1  ,724 

5 

959 

5 

159 

11  ,079 

1  ,  220 

4 

658 

4 

278 

5  ,569 

1  ,  440 

5 

273 

4 

909 

7  ,344 

1  ,358 

5 

068 

4 

096 

10  ,688 

1  ,  167 

4 

493 

3 

725 

4  ,  597 

936 

3 

775 

3 

338 

2,819 

853 

3 

646 

3 

392 

1,075 

1  ,648 

5 

825 

4 

940 

23,510 

1  ,  254 

4 

695 

4 

448 

4,398 

961 

4 

106 

3 

445 

5  ,407 

1  ,025 

4 

134 

3 

645 

2,  136 

1  ,040 

4 

044 

3 

532 

4,901 

949 

4 

064 

3 

478 

2,012 

Stokes  County  Total 

Beaver  Island 
Da  nbu  r  y 
M  eadows 
Peters  Creek 
S  aura  town 
S  now  Creek 


967 


3  ,  898 


3  ,  240 


867 

3 

535 

3 

286 

930 

3 

833 

3 

406 

923 

4 

021 

3 

238 

795 

3 

383 

2 

845 

,074 

4 

305 

3 

347 

827 

3 

203 

2 

625 

21  .  159 

1,736 
564 

2  ,  497 

1  ,  299 

3  ,  707 

2  ,  104 


Source:   Unpublished  U.S.  Census  data  obtained  by  the  Division  of  Community 
Planning,  Raleigh,  North  Carolina. 


Appendix  E 


■-  1960  Education  and  Housing  Data  for  Towns  and  Townships  in 
Rockingham  and  Stokes  Counties 


Educational  Attainment  of  Adults. 

Ages  25+ 
Percent 

Hous  i  ng 
Percent 

Median 

Percent 

y  ear  s 

Under 

12  + 

Sub- 

5 Years 

Year  s 

standard 

Rockingham  County 

Total 

8  .  1 

19.2% 

24.  0% 

39.  2% 

Huntsville 

7  .  3 

21  .  7 

16  .  8 

60  .0 

Town  of  Draper 

7  .  5 

20.  0 

20.  8 

17.  2 

Town  of  Leaksville 

9  .6 

13.0 

29  .  2 

13.  6 

Town  of  Spray 

6  .  8 

28  .  0 

11  .  1 

35.  2 

Rest  of  Leaksville 

Twp  . 

8  .0 

19  .4 

25  .  2 

41.0 

MADISON  TOWNSHIP 

7  .  7 

21  .  3 

22  .  0 

42.  1 

Mayo 

7  .  7 

19.9 

22  .9 

49  .  0 

New  Bethel 

7  .  7 

19  .  8 

21.  2 

61  .  1 

Price 

6.  7 

25  .  9 

9  .  5 

71.7 

City  of  Reidsville 

9  .  1 

16.3 

31.9 

24.  5 

Rest  of  Reidsville 

Twp  . 

8  .3 

17.0 

24.  3 

43.0 

Ruff  in 

7  .  3 

23.  5 

15.4 

62.  4 

Rest  of  Simpsonvill 

e  Tvp 

.8.2 

15.4 

23  .  4 

59  .  2 

Wen t wo  r t h 

7  .  7 

20  .  0 

18  .  1 

57  .9 

Wi  lllamsburg 

7  .5 

19  .  7 

12.  2 

67  .  4 

Stokes  County  Total 

7  .  8 

21.  1 

20  .  3 

65.5 

Beaver  Island 

6  .  8 

30.0 

15.8 

79.  1 

Danbu  r y 

7  .  7 

22.  0 

26.  3 

59  .  7 

Meadows 

7  .9 

18  .  5 

18  .  8 

68  .  1 

Peters  Creek 

7  .  4 

22  .  4 

15.8 

77  .  0 

Saura t own 

8.3 

19.  7 

25  .4 

55.9 

S  now  Creek 

7  .  2 

21  .4 

15.  4 

73  .  5 

Source: 


Unpublished  U.S.  Census  data  obtained  by  the  Division  of 
Community  Planning,  Raleigh,  North  Carolina. 


Appendix  F-- 


Populatlon  Projections  of  Townships  in  Rockingham  and  Stokes 

Count  i  es 


Percent 

1950 

1960 

1970 

1980 

Change 

1960-1980 

Rockingham  County 

Total 

64  , 

,816 

69  , 

,629 

71, 

,895, 

73,238 

+  5  .  2% 

Huntsvl  lie 

1  , 

,743 

1  , 

,  760 

1, 

,  654 

1,537 

-12.7% 

Leaksville  Twp 

18  , 

,774 

19  , 

,474 

19, 

,412 

18,968 

-2.  6 

MADISON  TOWNSHIP 

6  , 

,  730 

7  , 

,  870 

8, 

,843 

9  ,741 

2  3.8% 

Mayo 

3  , 

,6  33 

3  , 

,940 

4, 

,170 

4,321 

9  .  7 

New  Bethel 

2  , 

,817 

3  , 

,011 

3, 

,091 

3,  149 

4.  6 

Price 

1  , 

,  160 

1  , 

,  260 

1  , 

,  294 

1,318 

4  .  6 

Reidsville  Township 

15  , 

,498 

17  : 

,772 

19, 

,555 

21,093 

18  .  7 

Ruff  in 

5  , 

,360 

5, 

,  629 

5, 

,680 

5,639 

0  .  2 

S impsonvi 1 le  Twp. 

2  , 

,310 

2, 

,  083 

1, 

,725 

1  ,465 

-29  .  7 

Wentworth 

4  , 

,  614 

4  , 

,712 

4  , 

,673 

4,  541 

-  3.6 

Williamsburg 

2  , 

,  177 

2 

,121 

1, 

,869 

1  ,  684 

-20.  6 

Stokes  County  Total 

21  , 

,  520 

22 

,314 

22, 

,606 

22,733 

1  .9 

Beave  r  Island 

1  , 

,889 

2 

,  002 

1, 

,967 

1,841 

-8  .  0 

Danbury 

722 

606 

475 

364 

-39  .9 

Meadows 

2  , 

,  182 

2 

,704 

3  , 

,  210 

3  ,728 

37  .  9 

Peters  Creek 

1  , 

,995 

1 

,  633 

1  , 

,  266 

978 

-40  .  1 

Saura  town 

3, 

,  130 

3 

,453 

3 

,  685 

3  ,796 

9.9 

S  now  Creek 

2 

,  577 

2 

,  546 

2, 

,419 

2,  228 

-12.  5 

Source:   Based  on  detailed  projections  in  the  following  appendix. 


Appendix  G  --   Population  Projections  to  1980  by  Age  for  Rockingham  and  Stokes 

Count i  es 


1960 

7628 
7518 
7214 
5572 
4336 
4155 
4745 
5064 
4587 
4520 
3719 
3087 
2508 
2011 
1382 
1583 

69629 


Roc  ki  ngham 

1970 

7326 

6696 

7458 

6523 

4885 

4124 

3764 

3727 

4392 

4645 

4179 

3985 

3141 

2832 

2064 

2154 

71895 


1980 

7683 
6929 
7173 
5813 
5061 
4798 
4219 
3696 
3484 
3417 
4001 
4097 
3525 
3658 
2601 
3083 

73238 


Age 
Groups 

0-4 

5-9 
10-14 
15-19 
20-24 
25-29 
30-34 
35-39 
40-44 
45-49 
50-54 
55-59 
60-64 
65-69 
70-74 

75  + 

Totals 


1960 

2367 

2372 

2378 

2092 

1499 

1339 

1434 

1474 

1362 

1365 

1100 

987 

737 

659 

511 

638 

22314 


Stokes 

1970 

2322 

2227 

2284 

2078 

1542 

1380 

1198 

1223 

1336 

1315 

1201 

1263 

899 

915 

600 

823 

22606 


1980 

2363 
2262 
2246 
1950 
1485 
1369 
1229 
1261 
1118 
1085 
1175 
1217 

976 
1177 

729 
1091 

22733 


Source:    1960  U.S.  Census  data.  Projections  for  1970  and  1980  from  IBM  650  computer 
program  devised  by  Josef  Perry,  Division  of  Community  Planning,  and  Dr.  C. 
North  Carolina  State  College. 
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